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Abstract: Hydrocyclones are devices used in numerous areas of the chemical, food, and mineral
industries to separate fine particles. A hydrocyclone with a diameter of 450 mm was modeled using
the commercial Simcenter STAR-CCM+13 computational fluid dynamics (CFD) simulation package.
The numerical methods confirmed the results of the different parameters, such as the properties of
the volume fraction, based on CFD simulations. Reynolds Stress Model (RSM) and the combined
technique of volume of fluid (VOF) and discrete element model (DEM) for water and air models
were selected to evaluate semi-implicit pressure-linked equations and combine the momentum with
continuity laws to obtain derivatives of the pressure. The targeted particle sizes were in a range of
8-100 microns for a dewatering application. The depth of the vortex finder was varied to 20 mm,
30 mm, and 35 mm to observe the effects of pressure drop and separation efficiency. The split water
ratio increased toward a 50% split of overflow and underflow rates as the length of the vortex finder
increased. It results in better particle separation when there is a high injection rate at the inlet.
The tangential and axial velocities increased as the vortex finder length increased. As the depth of
the vortex finder length increased, the time for particle re-entrainment into the underflow stream
increased, and the separation efficiency improved.

Keywords: computational fluid dynamics; hydrocyclone; pressure drop; separation efficiency; split
water ratio; vortex finder length

1. Introduction

Hydrocyclones are used to sort solid particles or liquid droplets according to their size
or density. The hydrocyclone is known as a dense medium cyclone (DMC). It is used for
density-based separation rather than size-based separation [1]. In recent years, advances in
computational technology have led to models based on fundamental fluid flow equations
gaining center stage as tools for better understanding flow fields within the hydrocyclone
and improving the design of this equipment. Computational fluid dynamics (CFD) is a
powerful tool for studying the fluid dynamics of a wide range of physical systems, and it
has been widely applied in engineering [2—4].

The pressure drop, split water ratio, and particle collecting efficiency are used to
analyze the performance of hydrocyclones using computational fluid dynamics (CFD) [5].
Very recently, the main challenge for the hydrocyclones has been to minimize the pressure
drop and maximize the separation efficiency to improve their performance. The split water
ratio is defined as the ratio of the underflow volume flow rate to the overflow volume flow
rate [6]. Other authors describe the split water ratio as the volume flow of the overflow
to the volume flow of the inlet to effect the change in pressure drop via an inlet speed
control [7,8]. The air-core dimension is key to predicting the split water to underflow, and
a large air-core diameter leads to a condition known as “roping” [9]. The effects of the
vortex finder diameter on the split water ratio and the short-circuit flow (measured by the
difference between the feed flow rate and the low downward flow rate at the bottom of
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the vortex finder) are crucial for particle separation. When the diameter is too small, the
split water ratio (split water entrainment) is relatively high, indicating that the majority of
particles, particularly fine particles, will circumvent the classification process and report
to the underflow, which is not efficient [10]. Split water entrainment causes overgrinding
of fine particles, excessive energy and water consumption, and product loss in particle
categorization to support comminution circuits. These issues are compounded when
excessive feed concentrations are used in order to enhance solids throughput. When there
is no split water effect, which means that there is no entrainment of ultrafine particles into
the underflow, then the classification system is efficient [11]. The split water ratio gradually
becomes stable when the feed rate (velocity at the inlet) increases to a specific amount. High
feed rates can often cause a substantial volume of fluid (water) to build in the underflow
exit, causing a blockage of the discharge and interfering with the hydrocyclone’s regular
operation [12].

Hydrocyclones suffer from some unseparated particles that are usually grabbed by
upward-moving fine particles and transferred into the internal rotating flow during down-
ward particle movement, resulting in fine particle entrainment in the underflow (also
referred to as short-circuit flow) [9,13]. This can have a significant impact on a hydrocy-
clone’s separation precision. In general, the geometrical and operating parameters are the
main factors that can be investigated to improve the separation precision of a hydrocyclone.
An important feature to consider is the axial velocity in the hydrocyclone, which should
prolong the retention time of particles in the hydrocyclone to improve the separation of
particles [14,15].

The traditional approach to predicting a hydrocyclone’s flow field and collection
effectiveness is empirical. In the past decade, the application of CFD and relevant models
for the numerical calculation of the gas flow field has grown more and more widespread.
Kang et al. [16] applied the Reynolds stress model (RSM) that was developed by Anderson
and Jakson [17] and combined the VOF model with the Lagrangian discrete phase model
(DPM) to simulate the classification process of particles. It has been shown that the
stochastic Lagrangian model can be used to follow the particle trajectories and assess the
separation efficiency, and that the RSM model [18] can accurately represent the flow field
in a gas cyclone. To determine the turbulent flow field within the 75 mm heavy dispersed
phase particle separation cyclone, Rao & Zhao [19] used the RSM and volume of fluid
(VOF) two-phase flow models. The kinematic properties and de-cementation process of
weakly cemented particles happening in the internal flow field as well as the hydrocyclone
effects were examined using the CFD and discrete element method (DEM) models by
Fang et al. [20]. The DEM is a technique for creating parametric models to simulate and
examine particle dynamics and is the best choice. Recently, Wang et al. [21] used unresolved
CFD-DEM in coupling calculations of fluid flow fields, and particle dynamics are in time
and space domains.

The flow dynamics inside such hydrocyclones are complicated. They involve intricate
interactions between three different phases, such as gas-liquid, solid-solid, and liquid-
solid [22,23]. Three numerical models VOF, DEM and a combination of VOF-DEM, were
applied for each phase-type, respectively, in this study. A three-phase model was used
in this study to investigate the effect of vortex finder length on the split water ratio in
a hydrocyclone.

2. Numerical Method
2.1. Governing Equations
2.1.1. Transport Equation for Reynolds Stress Model (RSM)

The transport equation of the RSM model was originated by Anderson and Jakson [17].
This study presents the RSM model as it has been used to get a better fit for the flows in
real separation processes. Yu et al. [24] proposed two different methods to track particles in
multiphase flows, which have been adopted and presented in this paper. The anisotropic
flow characteristic of the RSM model is owing to the highly turbulent fluid movement
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inside the hydrocyclone. The RSM model has a grid void fraction €. Its continuity equation
and the momentum equation are:

dle
Pf
(at>+u-Vefpf:0 (1)

%(efpfu) + V. (efpfuu) = sf(—Vp+ V. (Tfpfuu) + pg +fs) +fpf 2)

where the fluid’s density and velocity are indicated by p; and u, respectively. The definition
of the viscous stress tensor T is:

T=u ((Vu) + (Vu)T - %(V : u)I) (3)

where I and p stand for the identity tensor and fluid viscosity, respectively. The continuum
surface force (CSF) model calculates the surface tension f; of the liquid surface.

fi=0-x-VO )

where o is the surface tension coefficient, x is the free-surface curvature, which is deter-
mined by using 6, an interpolation function of x (a separate point in space) to identify and
describe various phase interfaces. The free-surface curvature x, is calculated as:

K=—V- (v'e“/]v'é\) )

The momentum exchange between the particle phase and fluid phase is where f,¢
originates, and it is computed by:

1 &2 . u
PR L S L ®
1

where 1, is the number of particles and AV denotes the volume of the associated mesh cell.
The DEM-VOF model must take into account the interactions between particles and
fluids, including drag force Fl.d, pressure gradient force PZ.AP , viscous stress F¥'7, Reynolds

(ouu)

stress Fiv , capillary force F}, virtual mass F{™, Basset force FiB , Saffman lift Fisaff , and

Magnus lift FZ.M 8 . The drag force F! is the force exerted by the fluid on solid particles with
the relative velocity and is calculated by:

p_ PVp
! 1*€f

(#—0) )

where u is the fluid velocity and ¢ is the local void fraction of the fluid. Between phases,
the momentum exchange coefficient j is calculated by:

2
/5:150(1—8?) %*1'75(1*”)% u—0| e <08 o
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where d), is the particle diameter and C; is the sphere particle’s drag coefficient, and

given as:
0.687>

24
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0.44 Re, > 1000
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The particle group’s Reynolds number, Re,, is determined by:

erp ‘u - v’dp
Re, = heiici e (10)
Hf
Now, the total force Fff particle-fluid interaction is calculated by:
B 4 F P4 FV T+ F O L B Fom 4 FP o Foff  pYes (11)

2.1.2. Discrete Element Model (DEM)

This paper uses a combined technique of the VOF and DEM with the RSM turbulence
model to study liquid-gas-solid three-phase flows in hydrocyclones. This is because the
VOEF-DEM model captured the gas-liquid interface for particle flow. The approach of the
selected models and their documentation are articulated in the STAR CD user guide [25].

The progress made in the past on major findings is mentioned by Zhu et al. [26], with
an emphasis on the microdynamics, including packing/flow structure and particle—particle,
particle-fluid, and particle-wall interaction forces. They conclude that for particle-scale
research, discrete particle simulation is an excellent tool. This study adopted the VOF-
DEM model as well. It modeled the interaction of the walls and the DEM particles with
Hertz-Mindlin and the linear spring models, along with the physics. The interactions were
particle-to-particle, particle-to-fluid, and particle-to-wall, as they played a major role in
fluidization [26].

A particle can move in two different ways in granular multiphase flows: translation
and rotation. Newton’s second law could be used to explain these motions [27,28].

d .
m%:2%+2%4ﬁ+ﬁ+é (12)
j k
dw;
= ; (M} + M) (13)

where v;, wj, I;, and m; stand for a particle’s translational, angular, mass, and moment of
inertia, respectively. The i, j, and k subscripts denote the i, j, and kth particles, respectively.
The forces of contact, noncontact, particle-fluid interaction, pressure gradient, and gravi-

tational attraction are denoted as F% F;?k”,F{ , PlP ,and 15‘1g , respectively. The tangential and

ij’
rolling friction moments are denoted by the letters ij and M?]
Calculating the contact force between particles is crucial for the DEM model. It is

possible to separate the normal and tangential components of the contact force Ff] [29,30].
R =R a4
The expression for the normal component l:fj" is:
F' = —kP 6, — 1} on (15)
Where the definition of the tangential component Ffjt is:

—kf}p(St,i]’ - Wvat,ij Ficjt < ubp Pfj" 6)
Ut ii
Picjn tij Ficjt > ’upp Fn

|21, i

Fi =
Y f],lpp

where k, 6,7, and u are, in turn, the spring constant, the particle overlap, the damping
coefficient, and the friction coefficient. The superscripts n,t, and pp stand for normal,
tangential, and particle-to-particle properties, respectively.
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2.1.3. Volume of Fluid (VOF) Model

In order to represent the interface between two fluid phases, such as the gas-liquid
and liquid-liquid interfaces, the phase volume fraction of each fluid phase is added to the
VOF model. &, is the gth phase’s volume percent. By resolving the volume fraction of the
gth phase’s continuity equation, which is based on the fluid velocity, it is possible to track
the interface in this model [31,32].

duag
i‘Fu'Vqu:O (17)

By adding the products of the density p; and viscosity y, of each fluid phase and its

associated volume fraction, the density and viscosity of the fluid are determined.

n n
0=) agpg =) gl (18)
q=1 g=1

The volume of fluid model solves a single momentum equation across the entire field
to determine the velocity that each phase shares.

d
a(pu) + V- (puu) = -Vp+V- (y(Vu) + (Vu)T) +pg+f (19)
Surface tension f; and fluid-particle interaction f; are both contained in the variable f.

2.2. Solver

A higher degree of implicitness is achieved by considering the resistance coupling
factors in the phase-bound SIMPLE algorithm and the coupled algorithm for the pressure-
velocity coupling. A converged and temporary stable time step of 1.0 x 10~# s was used in
the simulations. The mixture of the two phases (liquid and gas) in the hydrocyclone was
modeled using the properties in Table 1.

Table 1. Liquid and gas phases representing a two-phase fluid flow in the hydrocyclone.

) Material Properties
Eulerian Phases

Density Dynamic Viscocity Molecual Weight
Water (Liquid phase) 997.561 kg /m3 8.887 x 10~* Pa-s 18.0153 kg /kmol
Air (Gas phase) 12kg/ m3 1.85508 x 107> Pa-s 28.9664 kg /kmol

The polydisperse rubber microparticles had a size range of 8-100 microns, and their
properties are indicated in Table 2. The spherical particles of ten divisions of diameter (8 pm
to 100 um) were modeled using the Rosin—-Ralmmer distribution [33]. The distribution
parameters are the mean diameter of 78 um. The chosen Schiller-Naumann model exhibits
a flattened solid concentration profile and an enhanced secondary flow. The interphase
drag force between particles was also calculated in this multiphase flow investigation [34].
The inlet velocities were varied at 3, 5, and 10 m/s (Table 3) to investigate the separation
and split-water ratio effects of vortex finders under these conditions.

Table 2. Polydisperse rubber microparticles properties.

Material Properties

Lagrangian Phase Density Poission’s Ratio Young’s Modulus

Rubber 1100.0 kg/m?3 0.45 5.17 x 10° Pa
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Table 3. Geometry and boundary conditions of hydrocyclone of base case.

Parameter Boundary Type Variable
Feed Rate (m/s) Inlet velocity 3,5,10
Underflow Diameter (mm) Pressure outlet (Pa) 0
Overflow Diameter (mm) Pressure outlet (Pa) 0
Vortex finder Depth (mm) Wall 20, 30, 35

2.3. Hydrocyclone Geometry and Mesh Generation

The geometry of the hydrocyclone that was used in this computational study is
shown in Figure 1, and Table 3 indicates the varied parameters of the model. It is a
conventional hydrocyclone for separating mineral particles with specific diameters (cone
base d = 50 mm).

7 ®is v
[ 7 (7 ]
8 P34 5
(a) (b) ()

Figure 1. Geometry of hydrocyclone of base case of three vortex finder (VF) lengths, (a) 20 mm,
(b) 30 mm and (c) 35 mm, respectively [15].

Figure 2a—d show that mesh grids were used to partition the domain entirely. For
accurate numerical results, the quality and quantity of CFD meshes are crucial. In order
to improve grid quality, the entire flow field of the hydrocyclone was discretized using
polyhedral grids.

(a) (b)

Figure 2. Cont.
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10 12 Ta Te T8
Mesh element [-]

(e)

Axial velocity (m/s]

Radial distance (m]

()

Figure 2. Polyhedral elements of the VF-20 mm model with (a) isometric and (b) top views, (c) plane
view of the vortex finder diameter, (d) cut-away by the vortex finder length, mesh sensitivity study
based on (e) outlet pressure at the overflow and wall skin friction coefficient; and (f) axial velocity
profiles at radial distance within the entrance to the vortex finder, respectively.

Figure 2e,f show a grid-independent test that was conducted to find the optimum mesh
density for this numerical study. A highly fine grid is computationally more expensive
but is required to provide adequate mesh resolution. A convergence criterion for the
simulations was established in two forms: grid changes based on output parameters of the
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outlet pressure at the overflow and the wall skin friction coefficient. The remaining form
was based on the axial velocity at the entrance of the vortex finder. These inform our study
on the pressure difference that the overflow pressure would have on the premise that the
variation of vortex finder length increases pressure drop and improves the separation of
finer particles exiting at the overflow. Therefore, including the wall skin friction coefficient
in the convergence criterion contributes well to the discussion of friction.

The axial velocity profiles in Figure 2f are the last addition to the convergence criterion.
They were used to track the extrusion of air in the overflow. The axial velocity profiles
demonstrated fewer changes near the air-core region (radial distances 0 and —0.001 m,
within the cylindrical section of the hydrocyclone) in the sizes of the elements between
1.3615 x 10° and 1.8541 x 10°. The air core shifted to the left in this region. Air is being
extruded and is declining due to the changes between the forced vortex and the free
vortex. However, as the element sizes increase, axial velocity profiles cluster well at the
outer regions of the hydrocyclone diameter except for the courser elements of 9.1506 x 10°
and 1.0547 x 10°. This convergence occurs because of the elements that are between
1.3615 x 10° and 1.8541x 10°. Thus, further increasing the number of grids would have
less effect on simulation accuracy. A grid size of 1.5815 x 10° elements was selected to
produce the numerical results of this study.

2.4. Model Validation

The numerical method is validated by comparing the computed findings to those of
tests on particle flow separation in hydrocyclones published in the literature. Dueck et al. [35]
employed a two-fluid model to evaluate multiphase flow and hydrocyclone performance
over a wide range of feed solids concentrations, giving special emphasis to the effects of
vortex finder diameter, length, and feed rate. This literature was chosen since it used the
same numerical methodology as the current study. In addition, the hydrocyclone measured
d50 in size. For this investigation, we had to select a hydrocyclone with an injection velocity
of 3 m/s as our goal. Overall, the trends found in the numerical conducted using the RSM
with VOF-DEM model are in good agreement as the trends found the separation efficiency
from literature are similar with the current study. The classification of particles from this
study (Figure 3b) is noted to have the same “fish-hook” effect as shown in Figure 3a, which
is from the literature.

Inlet velocity, 3 ms, Current CFD study

iciency, (-]

Seperation effi

Q ________________________
o I o oo oo
=
&
2
&
o 01 fooooooo o I
£
g
=
5‘ ——1.36 n/s
——2.72 nv/s
—0—3.88 mis o
0.01 ; =
0.1 1 10

Particle size d, yum

(@)

100

10° 10 107
Particle size, d (um]

(b)

Figure 3. Model validation against (a) Simulated partition curves of a 50-mm hydrocyclone curves
for different injection velocities [35], Reproduced with permission from Dueck et al., Mechanism of
hydrocyclone separation with water injection; published by Elsevier, 2010. (b) Current CFD for a
3 m/s inlet velocity.



Math. Comput. Appl. 2023, 28, 50

9of 14

3. Results
3.1. Effects of Water Volume Fraction Due to a Split Water Ratio

The water volume fraction contours predicted by the different models are shown in
Figures 4-6. The water presence in the vortex finder component significantly influences the
flow conditions, and it is important to implement this method so that the separation is not
affected negatively. Thus, a desirable split water ratio is very important to obtain.

Volume Fraction of Water

Volume Fraction of Water Volume Fraction of Water 0.90252

.030333 -D.QDEZV -

0.88459
0.88640 0.85900

0.86666
|0.86948 0.87179

0.84874
0.85255 0.85458

0.83081
0.83562 0.83737

0.81288
0.81870 0.82016

L

(@) (b) (c)

Figure 4. Volume fraction of water at 60 s at an inlet feed velocity of 3 m/s (a) VF = 20 mm
(b) VF =30 mm (c¢) VF =35 mm.

Volume Fraction of Water,

-0‘ 90205

0.86989

Volume Fraction of Water
0.90306

Volume Fraction of Wate:
0.90022

0.87421 0.67225

0.83773

0,84820 0.84144

0.80557
0.81063

0.82219

0.77341

o.79618 0.77952

l0.74126

o.77017 0.74507

() (b) ©

Figure 5. Volume fraction of water at 60 s at an inlet feed velocity of 5 m/s (a) VF = 20 mm
(b) VF =30 mm (c) VF = 35 mm.

Figure 4 depicts the progression of the water volume fraction (enhancement of the
air column due to less water) formation process and the establishment of stability at
various vortex finder lengths. The air column has a significant impact on the separation
performance of the hydrocyclone, and its formation is an essential indicator of the flow
field’s stability in the hydrocyclone.

The feed velocity is maintained at 3 m/s, and the volume fraction of 0.9 is archived in
the underflow and overflow at a VF of 35 mm (Figure 4c). It has balanced the water split
and made fine particles classified enough to overflow. This study follows a definition of
the split water ratio, the ratio of the volume flow of the overflow to the volume flow of the
inlet, to effect the change in pressure drop via an inlet speed control. The longer vortex
finder length (VF = 35 mm) provides a more significant pressure drop.

Figure 5a—c show an increased speed from 3 m/s to 5 m/s for the varying vortex
finder lengths. It can be seen that there is more water at the overflow with VF = 30 mm
and VF = 35 mm compared to VF = 20 mm. Only a higher amount of water with a volume
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fraction of 0.903 in the overflow in the case of VF = 35 mm. With a higher inlet speed and a
shorter vortex finder length, an excessively high rotating speed can coarsen the overflow
particles. It can be explained that the flow field’s turbulence and fluctuation are increased,
which substantially disrupts the centrifugal settling of particles and discharges more water
in the overflow, which would attract finer particles. In this case, VF = 35 mm with a feed
rate velocity of 5 m/s draws finer particles to the overflow.

Volume Fraction of Water| ‘

0.89896
i 0.90170 0.84286
L — = M

Volume Fraction of Water Velume Fraction of WEF l

0.81064 #
0.87140 0.82161

|

0.84109 0.80035

0.72232

0.63399 1 |
0.87079 | 1 0.77210

0.54567
0.78048 0.75785

.0,45735 | . .
0.75018 0.73559

. hy hy
z X i X z X

(a) (b) (©)

Figure 6. Volume fraction of water at 60 s at an inlet feed velocity of 10 m/s (a) VF = 20 mm
(b) VF =30 mm (c) VF = 35 mm.

A balanced presence of water fraction of around 90% (in the overflow and underflow
regions in Figure 4c) is present across the vortex finders at a feed rate velocity of 3 m/s,
which provides steady and stable separation. The mixture of various water qualities in the
vortex finder region is pronounced, and undesirable short-circuiting is then expected at
higher speeds where there is much water in the underflow, as seen for a 5 m/s feed with a
VF of 20 and 30 mm (Figure 5a,b).

Figure 6a—c show an increased speed from 5 m/s to 10 m/s, simulating an excessive
feed rate for the varying vortex finder lengths. In comparison, it means that more energy
input is experienced. It can be seen that there is more water in the air core column, and
it is unstable, which means there is poor separation. There is much volume fraction of
water and disturbance from an air core in the conical section of the hydrocyclone. It can be
explained that higher feed speeds result in more particles building up in the conical part’s
underflow zone, ultimately obstructing the overflow’s outlet. It means the axial velocity in
the inner vortex (air core column) increases, directing more water into this region.

In terms of particles in a compound hydrocyclone, the finer particles flow where there
is more water. It is seen in Figure 6c that there is a large volume of water in the outer vortex
in the cylindrical section. It suggests increased centrifugal forces are pushing the finer
particles and more water outward. This situation would favor coarser-heavier particles
inwardly but reduce the residence time of the particles in the hydrocyclone. They quickly
discharge into the underflow as the axial velocity highly maneuvers them. It strongly
suggests that higher feed rates are not desirable. The vortex finder length has too little
influence at this point to cause much of an increase in the pressure drop and encourage
better classification. Therefore, the control of the pressure drop in the hydroclyclone would
be in the feed rate.

3.2. Effects of Pressure Drop to a Split Water Ratio

The distributions of pressure in the hydrocyclones for various vortex finder lengths
and inlet feed velocities are shown in Figures 7-9. The distribution of pressure exhibits
similar variations. The pressure-drop gradually increased from the wall surface to the
center, reaching its peak around the air core before swiftly decreasing to the lowest point in



Math. Comput. Appl. 2023, 28, 50 11 0f 14

the air column. The primary driving force that encourages the flow of fine particles toward
the center is the pressure gradient force caused by a pressure drop.

(@)

Figure 7. Static pressure at 60 s at an inlet feed velocity of 3 m/s (a) VF = 20 mm (b) VF = 30 mm
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Figure 8. Static pressure at 60 s at an inlet feed velocity of 5 m/s (a) VF = 20 mm (b) VF = 30 mm

(c) VE =35 mm.
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Figure 9. Static pressure at 60 s at an inlet feed velocity of 10 m/s (a) VF = 20 mm (b) VF = 30 mm

(c) VF =35 mm.
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Figure 7a indicates that 3 m/s favors a moderate inflow of tangential velocity as the
air core is stable, and it suggests a better classification of the particles at VF = 20 mm. The
pressure drop is less than VF = 30 and 3VF = 35 mm. However, as shown in Figure 7c, as
the vortex finder length increases, the 3 m/s inlet velocity lacks the necessary tangential
velocity to form an intense pressure of —2367.6 Pa in the inner vortex. The air core is
unstable around the conical region of the hydrocyclone. It can be explained that the vortex
strength was reduced, and less energy was used due to the vortex finder length increasing,
which lowered the tangential velocity. Moreover, the pressure-drop gradually increased as
the vortex finder length grew longer.

Figure 8a shows that the air core in the VF = 20 mm is primarily reduced compared
to the VF = 30 and 35 mm. The static pressure within this inner vortex, at 17,066 Pa in
the VF = 35 mm, is shown in Figure 8c. The viscosity modification can explain the poor
performance at VF = 20 mm. The tangential velocity directly affects the development of the
air core. Thus, as the pressure drop is decreased, the air-core diameter decreases.

It is noticed that the good feed velocity should be 5 m/s as it provides a consistent
decrease in suction pressure in the center of the hydrocyclone across the three vortex finder
lengths. It forms a desirable air core to effect separation but might be very close to the
spigot’s diameter (underflow), which would cause a blockage if it grew further. It is not
doing that at this instance, which is critically important for providing separation. The air
core is not pronounced or consistent at higher feed speeds, as seen in Figures 8 and 9. An
expectation is drawn in Figure 8b, where the velocity of 5 m/s makes better use of the
friction length of the vortex finder (VF = 30 mm) and generates a suitable pressure drop to
draw a suitable separation of the particles.

3.3. Effects of a Vortex Finder Length to a Split Water Ratio

An increase in the split water ratio increases separation efficiency only for fine particles;
a drop in separation sharpness is seen in Figure 10. The overall partial separation efficiency
improves as the feed rate is raised by increasing the pressure drop through the hydrocyclone
for a shorter vortex finder length. However, to be energy efficient, a longer vortex finder
can generate the necessary pressure drop and improve the separation efficiency. It has been
discovered that increasing the underflow flow rate improves separation efficiency as a split
water ratio of close to 50% is achieved at higher feed rates on longer vortex finder lengths.
It means a balance of water is present at overflow and underflow to effect better separation
of particles. This effect is because, even with the same split water ratio, the liquid flowing
to the underflow carries heavier particles.

— vr20
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Split water ratio (-]

0a 06 08 1o

108
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Figure 10. Progression of the split water ratio over the Reynolds number for two extreme cases.

4. Conclusions

This study used numerical simulation based on CFD to analyze the pressure drops,
velocity feeds, volume percentage of water in the overflow and underflow, vortex finder
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lengths, and split water ratio of three different hydrocyclone geometries. The key findings
are discussed below.

With a longer vortex finder, the hydrocyclone’s axial velocity was reduced, which
increased particle separation by extending the period that particles were retained there.
However, the split ratio decreased as the vortex finder length increased, which decreased
the formation of secondary fluid. With an increase in feed rate velocity and a longer vortex
finder length, the short-circuit flow rate was reduced, which significantly improved the
hydrocyclone’s separation accuracy.

Only for fine particles did an increase in the split ratio result in greater separation
efficiency. The pressure decrease brought on by the vortex finder length between the spigot
and the vortex finder region was quantified owing to this effort. Any modification to the
hydrocyclone’s operating and design parameters really alters the nature of the whirling
flow patterns, which has an impact on the split water ratio and separation efficiency in the
long run. It is important to split the feed within a hydrocyclone into the appropriate water
volumetric ratios. If 50% of the feed went to the underflow, it would be meaningless to try
to create a pure heavy liquid phase from a mixture of solids.
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